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ENERGY And MInERAL AESOURCES
Washingtoa, 3.C€. 20519
June 28, 1994
The Hanarable Daniel Beard ™

Commissioner.

Bureau of Reclamation
1849 C Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Dan:

I am writing to you on a macter of urgeat concern o my construents i the Cenmal
Valley. As you know, the Ceatral Valley Improvement Act (CVP1A) contzips stipuladons
regarding water measuring devices for CVP caatracors. [ am conc=rned that these provisions
are being misconstued by the Bureau to tequire that the City of Fresno rewafit all houscholds
with water meters as a condition for receiving watwer from the Cenuzl Valley Project.

The City of Fresno conmacss for 60,000 aqe fect of water from the Friant Unit of the
Central Valley Project and uses this water ta repleaish groundwacer withdrawals which serve city
residents. The city’s coatract daes not expire uatl 2006 but could be brought ta re-negodate
their contract prior ta thac date by the CVPIA. As [ understand it, reacwal of the city’s
contracer may be contingent upon, amang other things, 2 requirement that the City rewofic all
residential units with water meters. T would swongly oppose this interprezadan of the CVPIA

for 2 number of reasons.

As you likely remember, during debate over the CVPIA, T was adamant in my opposidon
to required water metering of all residentizl houscholds due to a referendum in the Ciry of
Fresno that prohibited water metering. [t was agreed that the provision in the bill would not
require water metering and the committes report for H.R. 5099 redecs this understanding. It
states relative ta Section 3404 (b), “The Committee would point out that this subsecdon does
not require the metesing of 2ll homes receiving water under such a contrac’” (Commirtes

Report 102-576, p. 29). Although { realize the bill changed subszantally after the committes’s
consideration, this particular secdon remained virtually uachanged.

Althaugh the committes repar is fairly clear, [ now undersiand that the Bureau may
requirec water mesess as pan of its Water Conservation Plans, which zll contraciors may be
required 0 have in placs befare they could reaew their contracis. As [ understand, the Plan
would require that a municipal coneractar fully implement the Urban Best Management
Practices Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), which inctudes retrofit of any exastng
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unmezered connecsions 2nd billing by volume af use. This seems to be an contarted way af
obtaining water metering over a fairly explicit prohididan in the Committee repart against it

The City of Fresao is a signatory to the Best Management Practicas MOU and has
faithfully implemented many of its requircments. However, the MOU was never binding,
understandable given the diverse needs and resourcss of the urban water agendes. In fact, the
Clry of Fresno was in the process of aggressively implementing the BMPs prior to passage of the
CVPLA. With the possibilicy that water contracts may require full implemeatadon of BMPs, the
City is swiving to further hasten it already ambidaus schedule. This cerrainly demoasTates
their desire and willingness to obtain the most efficieat use of scarce water resources.

Retrofit of water meters for every residence would be very costly to a City that is already
ith the higher cost of

increasing its water rates by 213 percent, in part (0 keep rates consistent ¥
water associated with the CVPIA. In fact, the total cost of installing water meters wauld be

$36.4 million or $428 per resideac. As well, the City bas accumulated an operation and
maintenance deficit of gver $10 million, which the City will be attempting to respousibly reduce
sa that it is nat presented with an inordinately large water bil at the dme of contract renewal.
difficult financial condidon. Given the difficult cconomic conditions in the Cenrral Valley,

metering would be a substantial hardship.

Dan, advocates of the CVPIA stated that they wished to provide growing urban arcas
cartainty about their water supply, The greater Fresno metropolitan area is one of the fastest
growing urban regions in the saate and desperately nezds a reliable supply of water to serve its

residents and businesses.

Nacwithstanding the conearns [ have raised, I believe this dilemma can be resalved w0
everyone's satisfaction. Since the Bureau's objective is o improve water use cfficiency, [am

cermin the City of Fresno wauld gladly work with the agency 0 determine ways it might
continue to improve its water usc cfficiency through its Warer Conservagon Plao. If you have

any questions regarding my conc=ras, please do not hesitace to contacs me.

Siocerely,

RICHARD H. LEFDIMAN
Member of Coagress

ce: Mr. Roger Partersan, Regianal Director
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Canal Capacity.--Subsection §(a) (2) (J) proviées that ro
t=angfer shall be appvroved unless the Secratary has decermined
that the transfar will have no adverse effect on the Secrecary’s

ility cto deliver watex pursuant to the Secretary’s Central
valley Project contractual cbligations because of limications in

conveyance OX pumping capacity.

The intent of this subsection is to make sure that transfers
do not iphibit the ability of the Secretary to fulfill his
coptzactual ocbligatlions to other CVF ugers. The Commitisee wauld
cauclon che SecretaIy pnot to use this provisicn as an excuss to
arbitrarily disapprove of transfexs. The provision wes included
to protect exiscing contractors, pot as an excuse to disapprove

vrangferg.

/’-‘."
Section 5(b) L

This subsectioa reguires that all furure CVP coatzacts
signed by the Secretary shall provide that che concracting
discrictz or ageacy gnall ensure that all surface water delivery
gystems wichin its boundariss are ecuipped with volumetric water
meters or equally effactive water measuring methods within five
years of the dace tke contract is sigped. In additicn, the |
contracting district or agency shall infor: cthe Secratary znd the
Srare of Califormia znnually as to the volume of suriace water
delivered withip its bcundaxiss.

The Committee would point out that this subsection does rot
require the metering of a2ll homes receiving water under S%EF a

SO0 S sl . il

Sectian 5(c)

~

This subsection requires that all future CVP contracts
signed by the Secretary shall provide that the cantractor shall
pe respongible for cal pliance with all applicable State and
Faderal water quality standards applicable tO surface agd‘. )
subsurface agricultural drainage discharges generatec Witall its

boundaries.

section 5(d)

This subsection provides that the Secxetary shall establish
and administer an office on CVP water conservgticn.besc .
managemenc practices that shall, io coqsul:a:;on with vexrious
agencies, develop criteria £or evaluatzng.the adequacy of all
water counservacion pilans develcped by projact contracrtors, )
‘pcluding those oplans requized by geccion 21Q of the Reclamacicn
“form Act of 1982.

These criceria snall be establighed withizn 6§ meonths and
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